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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-32, 39-46, 52-54 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 9-16, 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the computer-readable 
medium provides intrinsic evidence of the intended scope of the medium as "the computer- 
readable media can comprise any other medium vv^hich can be used to carry computer-executable 
instruction", which is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

For a claim to be statutory under 35 USC 101 the following two conditions must be met: 

1) In the claim, the practical application of an algorithm or idea result in a useful, 
concrete, tangible result, AND 

2) The claim provides a limitation in the technological art that enables a useful, concrete, 
tangible result. 

As to the technology requirement, note MPEP Section iV 2(b). Also note In Re 
Waldbaum, 173USPQ 430 (CCPA 1972) which teaches "useful arts" is 
synonymous with "technological arts". In re Musgrave, 167USPQ 280 (CCPA1970), In re 
Johnston, 183USPQ 172 (CCPA 1974), and In re Toma, 197USPQ 852 (CCPA 
1978), all teach a technological requirements. 
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Claim Rejections -35 use §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-32, 39-46 and 52-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Robotham et al.- [ US Patent No 6,704,024 ], in view of Sahota et al. [ US Patent 
Application No 2001/0056460 ]. 

5. As per claim 1, Robotham discloses the invention substantially as claimed including in a 
system that includes one or more nodes each of which are connected with a central server that 
receives content including audio and video content from a broadcast source, and wherein the 
content is delivered to the one or more nodes by one or more feature applications, a method for 
distributing at least one of the one or more feature applications across at least one of the one or 
more nodes and the central server [ i.e. streaming content ] [ col 54, lines 41-47; and col 56, lines 
30-59 ], the method comprising: 

loading a node application at one of the one or more nodes [ i.e. displaying electronic 
documents, presentations, images at the client device ] [ Figure 1; Abstract; and col 3, lines 10- 
15 ], wherein the node application was requested by the node from the central server [ i.e. served 
upon request to other system such as client 24 ] [ col 8, lines 1-3; and col 19, lines 56-59 ]; 
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selecting one of the one or more feature applications for distribution across the node [ i.e. 
selected pixel region ] [ col 4, lines 54-60; and col 14, lines 42-47 ], wherein the feature 
application comprises a user interface portion [ i.e. client-side ] and a process portion [ i.e. 
server-side ] [ Figure 1; Abstract; col 4, lines 41-51; col 8, lines 53-61; and col 42, lines 59:65 ]; 

loading the user interface portion of the feature application at the node by the node 
application [ i.e. generating user interface at the client ] [ 9, Figure 2; and col 5, lines 54-56 ], 
wherein the user interface portion communicates with a process portion of the feature application 
that is loaded on the central server [ col 15, lines 31-43 ]; 

making a request, by the user interface portion, to the process portion for data [ i.e. user 
interface events should be transmitted to the server 22 for further processing ] [ col 22, Hnes 3-10 

]; 

receiving processed data from the process portion, wherein the received processed data 
was processed by the process portion in response to the request made by the user interface 
portion [ i.e. when the server receives a user interface event .... transmitted back to the client ] [ 
col 22, lines 1 1-27 ]; and 

presenting the processed data at the node [ i.e. display of visual content on a client device 
] [ Abstract; and col 3, lines 31-33 ]. 

Robotham does not specifically disclose 

the central server which receives audio and video content from the broadcast source. 
Sahota discloses 
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the central server which receives audio and video content from the broadcast source 
[ i.e. syndication server 1 10 interfaces with TV broadcast content ] [ Figures 1 A; and paragraphs 
0003 and 0046]. 

It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teaching of Robotham and Sahota because Sahota's teaching would allow to 
combine the ability to broadcast content and the ability to request content to create new 
personalized experiences, and would allow to retrieve harvested content and combine a variety of 
new content types with the data broadcast to provide a "new look and feel" to the content [ 
Sahota, paragraph 0047 ]. 

6. As per claim2, Robotham discloses the node application: 

loading additional user interface portions of additional feature applications [ i.e. selection 
of additional pixel sub-regions ] [ col 15, lines 44-56 ]; and 

allocating resources of the node between the user interface portions of the feature 
applications that are loaded on the node [ i.e. the client display surface allocated by the client ] [ 
col 20, lines 1-8]. 

7. As per claim 3, Robotham discloses wherein selecting application further comprises 
receiving user input [ col 28, lines 58-62 ]. 

8. As per claim 4, Robotham discloses display a preliminary user interface at the node [ col 
57, lines 16-49 ]; requesting a current time and a current date from the central server [ i.e. time- 
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stamp ] [ col 32, lines 8-10 ]; requesting user-independent preferences for the node [ i.e. user 
preference ] [ col 57, lines 36-40 ]; requesting an initial user interface; and displaying the initial 
user interface at the node, wherein the feature application is initial user interface [ col 56, lines 
59-C0157, lines40]. 

9. As per claim 5, Robotham discloses wherein making a request, by the user interface 
portion, to the process portion for data further comprises making a remote procedure call using a 
protocol [ i.e. request and response ] [ col 17, lines 53-61 ]. 

10. As per claim 6, Robotham discloses wherein the protocol is one of COM, DCOM and 
SOAP [ col 17, lines 53-61; and col 18, lines 11-15 ]. 

11. As per claim 7, Robotham discloses wherein presenting the processed data at the node 
further comprises constructing a user interface using standards provided by the node application 
[ i.e. accommodate the display capabilities of the client ] [ col 1 1, lines 58-61 ]. 

12. As per claim 8, Robotham discloses wherein constructing a user interface further 
comprises: creating an XHTML representation of the user interface; generating one or more 
placeholder areas within the XHTML; describing the presentation and layout of the user 
interface; and using a behavior to control creation of dynamic content [ i.e. XHTML basic 
standard ] [ col 5, lines 10-14; and col 70, lines 6-21 ]. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/029,3 1 0 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2154 

13. As per claims 9-16, they are program product claimed of claims 1-8, they are rejected for 
similar reasons as stated above in claims 1-8. 

14. As per claim 17, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1. 

15. As per claim 18, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 4. 

16. As per claim 19, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 7. 

17. As per claims 20 and 21, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 5 
and 6. 



1 8. As per claim 22, Robotham discloses accessing content stored on the server or on a 
remote server [ 6, Figure 1; and col 7, lines 65-col 8, lines 2 ]. 

19. As per claim 23, Robotham does not specifically disclose recording content, wherein the 
content comprises a television program that is received over the satellite system or the cable 
system. Sahota discloses recording content, wherein the content comprises a television program 
that is received over the satellite system or the cable system [ paragraphs 0032 and 0071 ]. It 
would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Robotham and Sahota because Sahota's teaching would allow to 
combine the ability to broadcast content and the ability to request content to create new 
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personalized experiences, and would allow to retrieve harvested content and combine a variety of 
new content types with the data broadcast to provide a "new look and feel" to the content [ 
Sahota, paragraph 0047 ] . 

20. As per claim 24, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1 and 3. 

21 . As per claim 25, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

22. As per claim 26, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 4. 

23. As per claim 27, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 7. 

24. As per claims 28 and 29, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 5 
and 6. 

25. As per claim 30, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 22. 

26. As per claim 3 1 , it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 23. 

27. As per claim 32, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 24. 

28. As per claims 39-46, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1-8. 
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29. As per claim 52, Robotham discloses wherein the central server acts as a gateway to a 
home network [ col 2, lines 20-23; and col 12, lines 33-41 ]. 

30. As per claim 53, Robotham discloses wherein the processed data is distributed to the one 
or more nodes through a single server [ 22, Figure 1; and col 7, lines 51-60 ]. 

31. As per claim 54, Robotham discloses wherein selecting the feature application for 
distribution includes selecting the feature application using the node application requested from 
the central server [ col 4, lines 52-60 ]. 

32. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-32, 39-46, 52-54 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

33. A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 (three) months 
and 0 (zero) days from the mail date of this letter. Failure to respond within the period for 
response will result in ABANDONMENT of the application (see 35 U.S.C 133, M.P.E.P 
710.02, 710.02(b)). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3971. The 
examiner can normally be reached on flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached at (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Dustin Nguyen 



Examiner 
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